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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because the abstract should be in 
narrative form and generally limited to a single paragraph on a separate sheet within the 
range of 50 to 150 words . Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 27 is objected to because of the following informalities: Line 3, "factors 
which on which the" needs to be changed to -factors on which the--. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

3. Claim 28 is objected to because of the following informalities: 
"determining the a first" needs to be changed to -determining a first- 
correction is required. 

4. Claim 35 is objected to because of the following informalities: Line 3, "assign a 
rating a performance" needs to be changed to -assign a rating to a performance-. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 



Line 5, 

-. Appropriate 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 21, 22, and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Hendricks (US 5,798,785). 



Regarding claim 21, Hendricks teaches a method for allowing a user to 
make selections as to segments of video footage which the user would like to 
view (Col. 3, lines 10-17), the method comprising: 

displaying in a first area of a monitor a first interface device where a user 
can select an amount of time of video clip footage which the user desires to view 
(Fig. 11a, el. 1162; Fig. 12c); 

displaying in a second area of the monitor a second interface device which 
allows a user to select a quality; i.e. rating; of video clip footage to be viewed 
(Fig. 11a, el. 1166); and 

searching a video database based on multiple factors including a user 
selection for an amount of time of video clip footage to be viewed, and a user 
selection for a quality of video clip footage to viewed, to identify video clip footage 
to be displayed (Col. 30, lines 54-61). 
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Regarding claim 22, Hendricks further teaches displaying video clip 
footage identified during the searching of the video database (Col. 32, lines 35- 
43). 



Regarding claim 25, Hendricks further teaches displaying in a third area of 
the display a plurality of fields, wherein each field corresponds to a different 
search element, and a user can select or deselect the different search elements, 
and wherein the factors used in searching the database include those search 
elements selected by the user (Col. 30, lines 54-61). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 23, 24, 26, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hendricks in view of Klingler (US 5,682,326). 



Regarding claim 23, Hendricks teaches all elements of claim 21. 
Hendricks does not clearly teach the first interface device includes a slider 



bar. 
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Klingler teaches a slider bar for selecting beginning and end points for 
reference video clips (Col. 6, lines 58-64). Therefore, it would have obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Hendricks' interface device to include a slider bar so as to be able to select video 
clips of variable user-defined length for later review. 

Regarding claim 24, Hendricks teaches all elements of claim 21. 

Hendricks does not teach the first interface device includes a slider bar 
and a box displaying a total number of minutes, which corresponds to the 
position of the slider bar. 

Klingler teaches a slider bar (Col. 6, lines 58-64) and a time box (Fig. 3) 
which corresponds to the position of the slider bar for use with a video viewer 
user interface. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to modify Hendricks' interface device 
to include a slider bar and a box displaying a total number of minutes, which 
corresponds to the position of the slider bar so as to be able to see the exact 
time position the user wants. 

Regarding claim 26, claim is analyzed with respect to claim 23. 

Regarding claim 27, Hendricks teaches all elements of claim 21. 
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Hendricks does not clearly teach the first interface device includes a first 
slider bar, and the second user interface device includes a second slider bar, and 
the positions of the first slider bar and the second slider bar are included in the 
factors on which the searching of the video database is based. 

Klingler teaches a slider bar for use with a video viewer user interface 
(Col. 6, lines 58-64; Col. 7, lines 1-5). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Hendricks* user interfaces to each have the slider bar taught by Klingler, and to 
have the searching factors from Hendricks correspond to each slider respectively 
so as to provide a way of selecting searching factors with the fluid motion of 
moving a slider instead of manually selecting each factor from a list. 

5. Claims 28, 29, 30, 31 , and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Jain (US 5,729,471) in view of Hendricks. 

Regarding claim 28, Jain teaches a computer-implemented method for 
indexing, sorting, and displaying video images (Col. 7, lines 35-38), comprising: 

a. creating a searchable computer database structure for storing video 
clips and informational data (Col. 1 , lines 20-25); 

b. determining a first plurality of video clips for at least one video record 
where each of the plurality of video clips corresponds to event shown in the video 
record (Col. 9, line 66-Col. 10, line 8); 
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c. identifying at least one person appearing in at least one of the plurality 
of video clips (Col. 7, lines 38-42); 

e. storing to the database structure information for each of the plurality of 
video clips, such that the information can be correlated with the video clips (Col. 
8, lines 30-35); 

f. storing selected information to the database structure about at least the 
identified person such that the selected information; i.e. object information; is 
indexed to a record for the identified person, (Col. 8, lines 30-35) wherein the 
stored selected information includes a rating of the identified persons 
performance as shown in at least one of the clips; Jain teaches a system that can 
replay events such as a fumble for individual players (Col. 8, lines 1-4; Col. 8, 
lines 9-13). 

k. indexing the information in the database to the plurality of video clips 
(Col. 7, lines 39-42; Col. 8, lines 30-35); 
Jain does not clearly teach 

I. displaying a view time control box, said view time control box comprising 
a first user interface device for selecting a total viewing time, and a plurality of 
search selection boxes, wherein a user can select and deselect Video clips to be 
searched. 

Hendricks teaches displaying a view time control box (Fig. 11a, el. 1 130), 
said view time control box comprising a first user interface device for selecting a 
total viewing time (Fig. 11a, el. 1 162; Fig. 12c), and a plurality of search selection 
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boxes (Fig. 11a, el. 1166, 1164, 1162, 1158, 1152, 1144, 1134), wherein a user 
can select and deselect video clips to be searched. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify Jain's user interface to include a view time control box that comprises a 
first user interface device for selecting a total viewing time, and a plurality of 
search selection boxes, wherein a user can select and deselect video clips to be 
searched so as to be able to limit the user's search by using several factors to 
find a video clip of the user's liking. 

Regarding claim 29, Jain in view of Hendricks (Fig. 11a, el. 1 166) further 
teaches the view time control box further includes a second user interface 
device, which allows a user to select a quality of performance; i.e. rating; which 
the user desires to view. 

Regarding claim 30, Jain in view of Hendricks (Col. 30, lines 54-61 ; Col. 
32, lines 35-44) further teaches searching for video clips based on a user's 
selections using the first user interface device and based on the fields selected in 
the plurality of field selection boxes, to identify video clips to be displayed to the 

i 

user; and 

displaying the identified video clips to the user. 
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Regarding claim 31 , Jain in view of Hendricks (Col. 30, lines 54-61 ; Col. 
32, lines 35-44) further teaches searching for video clips based on a user's 
selections using the first user interface device, a user's selection in the second 
user interface device, and based on the fields selected in the plurality of field 
selection boxes, to identify video clips to be displayed to the user; and 
displaying the identified video clips to the user. 

Regarding claim 34, Jain (Col. 20, lines 53-65; Col. 21, lines 15-17) in 
view of Hendricks further teaches identifying a first set of video clips where each 
video clip of the set of video clips has the same beginning time and stop time, 
and synchronizing the beginning and ending points of the set of video clips; and 

wherein during a displaying of a video clip from the first set of video clips, 
the display can be switched in real time; i.e. automatically; to a display of any 
other video clips of the first set of video clips. 

6. Claim 35 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jain in 
view of Hendricks and further in view of Graves (US 5,410,344). 

Regarding claim 35, Jain in view of Hendricks teaches all elements of 
claims 28 and 29. 
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Jain in view of Hendricks (Fig. 11a, el. 1 166) teaches searching an 
assigned rating in response to a user selection using the second user interface 
device. 

Jain in view of Hendricks does not clearly teach providing a predefined 
rating structure; and 

using the predefined rating structure to assign a rating of a performance of 
the identified person in one of the plurality of video clips; and 

storing the assigned rating in the database. 

Graves teaches a predefined rating structure; i.e. ratings from 1 to 10 (Fig. 
5); and 

using the predefined rating structure to assign a rating of a performance of 
the identified person; i.e. an actor (Fig. 5); in one of the plurality of video clips 
(Col. 6, line 66-Col. 7, line 4); and 

storing the assigned rating in the database; i.e. personal preference file 
(Fig. 2, el. 32a; Col. 7, lines 39-43). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Hendricks 1 rating structure and search menu to include the stored viewer- 
assigned ratings so as to better personalize the video clip database searching 
process. 

7. Claims 32 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Jain in view of Hendricks and further in view of Klingler. 
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Regarding claim 32, Jain in view of Hendricks teaches all elements of 
claims 28 and 30. 

Jain in view of Hendricks does not clearly teach the first user interface 
device includes a slider bar. 

Klingler teaches a slider bar for selecting beginning and end points for 
reference video clips (Col. 6, lines 58-64). Therefore, it would have obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Jain 
in view of Hendricks to include a slider bar so as to be able to select video clips 
of variable user-defined length for later review. 

Regarding claim 33, Jain in view of Hendricks teaches all elements of 
claims 28, 29, and 31. 

Jain in view of Hendricks does not clearly teach the first user interface 
device includes a first slider bar and the second user interface device includes a 
second slider bar. 

Klingler teaches a slider bar for use with a video viewer user interface 
(Col. 6, lines 58-64; Col. 7, lines 1-5). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Jain 
in view of Hendricks to each have the slider bar taught by Klingler, and to have 
the searching factors from Jain in view of Hendricks correspond to each slider 
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respectively so as to provide a way of selecting searching factors with the fluid 
motion of moving a slider instead of manually selecting each factor from a list. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeremy Duffield whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
1643. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Thurs. 7:30 A.M. -5:00 P.M. 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hai Tran can be reached on (571) 272-7305. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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